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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Title suggested: 

Fruit development using manure substrates and water blades on yellow passion fruit.  

Avoid using ‘’the’’ everywhere. Check it all over your work. Skip it on line 15 for example (the 
yellow…), line 20..the agribusiness..etc.. line 154: the relative etc etc 

Mention country of trial on materials and methods. 

Describe the passion fruit cultivar used. Latin name? 

 References should be mentioned in the same language of origin. No need to underline sites 
visited. Mention date of access for those sites. 

The work is only referring to the production of seedlings does not have the 
productive part. Therefore the title has not been modified. 
 
 
 
Done. 
 
Done. 
 
Done. 
 
Done. 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments   
 
As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
 
Kindly see the following link:  
 
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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